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ARM. FAYL P*AYLIC*, PPAYLEM ‘FLASH, SHINE’ 


CHARLES R. BARTON 
CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY, MONTREAL 


Godel (1975:57) considered p'aylem the verb primary; the noun, 
derived, as categorically with action nouns in -i-. This is 
insufficient. Of putative extra-Armenian congeners — and these are 
mostly of poor etymological quality — none exhibits the 
continuation of a PIE primary verbal stem, so that Godel's 
*ph'l-ye- (87, 123, 128) is entirely unsupported. 

But Walde-Porkorny's (1927:679) root (s)p(h)el- with the 
equation p'ayl = pre-Indic *sphuli- (< *sph'li-), Skt. 
sphuli-nga- ‘spark’ warrants probing.’ This improves on Bugge's 
(1897:19) comparison with Skt. phalgü- 'red(dish) semantically, 
morphologically — in that the i-stem is immediately accounted for,? 
and phonologically by disposing of the need for an unsupported 
assumption that *-[g- like -[q? *-aly-.? Two striking peculiarities 
of the putative root *(s)p(h)el-, apart from the voiceless aspirate, 


1. Maintained by Porkony (1959: 987). 

2. For the extended suffix cf. Gk. KvOTIC. 
Kbouy£ ‘bladder’, Chantraine 1979: 400. 

3. Solta 1960: 211. Pedersen 1906: 364 (406) had noticed - 
the difficulty but maintained the connection, "nur wenn man für 
das Armenische den wurzelauslaut als q ansetzt.” 


19 


are the paucity of continuations of the unextended root and the 
complete lack of evidence for full-grade *-e-. The question is 
apparent: what was the position of *(s)p(h)el- (better *sphal-, v. 
infr.) in the root-inventory of the protolanguage? 

Ruijgh (1988:454) makes the interesting observation that 
primary roots of the shape CHeC- are hard to find, but that 
Benvenistean "thémes II" occur. He offers *b^eA- > *b^A-en- > 
Gk. qa v-£o, *b^A-ew- > Gk. palF)-oc. Both suffixes are of the 
shape -eR, and it is easy to add *-el. With s-mobile a PIE kinetic 
i-stem accounts readily for the forms. Dir. *sb^A-él-i-pre-Arm. 
*p'áli-) > *p'áyli(-) > *p'áyl; Obl. *sb^Al-él-/-i- > pre-Ind. 
*sphul-i-. ! 

The PIE primary verbal form then was *bhéA-ti > Ved. 
bhati ‘shines’. Arm. p'aylem is denominal to p'ayl (-i-), which was 
formed on a secondary "suffixed" root *(s)b^A-el-. The semantic 
force of *-el- may have connoted intermittent/interrupted shining: 
‘flashing’ (p'ayl(at)akn), 'spark(Ding' (sphulinga-), ‘twinkling’ 
(p'ayliw-n astelac', Agat‘. section 473), vel. sim. For *-el- ~ *-en- 
(p'ayl qotv-£o) the immediate comparandum is the heteroclisis of 
*seAu- > *suA-el- suA-en- ‘bright sky, sun’: Ved. sväh, GAv 
hvara, Lat. söl or GAv. x'óng, Goth. sunno^ We note the 
*i-formative of n£ALoc and the g-"élargissement" to both 
*suA-el- (Skt. svargá-) and *s)b"A-el- (Walde-Pokorny's 
*sp(h)el-g-, (Latv. spulguöt ‘to shine, glitter’, etc.).? 


4. Cf. Mayrhofer 1976: 567. 

5. A variant without *s-, *b^A-el-g- > *b"alg-, may be 
reflected by Skt. bhárgas- ‘splendor, radiance’. The -€- of Gk. 
pAEY@ would then be secondary after the archaic, canonically 
monosyllabic root noun QAoY-, perhaps in conjunction with _ 
*paAy- reinterpreted as zero grade. *-el-g- occurs also in 
Ap£Ayo ‘I milk’ : &un ‘bucket, pail’ (Benveniste 1935: 157). We 
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As evidence for *i/y-epenthesis our words should be booked 
as p'ayl (with dayl) under the (sub)rule with structural description 
requiring a subsequently apocopated *i in the next (= 
pre-Armenian final) syllable and by implication stress on the 
syllable that receives the epenthetic y. Since p'aylem is surely 
secondary to inherited p'ayl (*p'á(y)li-) with stressed -a-, Godel's 
(1975:87) *ph'l-ye-, which implies pre-Arm. **p'alyé- with 
unstressed -a-, must be excluded from discussions of i/y-epenthesis 
in unstressed syllables. 

The Anlaut sequence assumes the workings of Siebs’ Law, 
which has not been faulted for root-initial strings *sC(C)V-. GAv. 
zdi, which is a structured string with word-level morpheme 
boundary, with desinence -di recurring elsewhere (i-di, däi-di, 
gai-di, ci$-, ciZ-di), and with *s not originally word initital 
(*Es-dhi)’, is no counterevidence. 

Neither must we insist on the preservation of *s- in the light 
of sp'irk' or p'arat, sp'acanem or p'acanim If Gk. onAnóóoc 


speculate that *-el- accords here with a noeme of intermittent 
pullings at the udder; in *suA-el-, with throbbing intermittent heat 
that *makes dry' (*suA-en-), or perhaps with the flickering 
light/heat of fire transferred to the fire of heaven: ävih svar 
abhavaj jäte agnäu 'svah/the sun becomes visible when fire/Agni 
is born’ (RV IV 3 11). 

6. Siebs 1901: 277-324. See Further Kurylowicz 1956: 378 
and Greppin 1984: 38. 

7. See Mayrhofer 1986: 92 with n. 13 and the lit. there 
cited. 

8. Greppin 1984: 43 n. 9 suggests that  p'arat is a loan -/ 
word from Syriac. If so, the point to be retained is that sp'a- is 
strikingly uncommon Anlaut. Adjarian 1979: 287 books only 
sp'acanel (var. p'acanel); word-initial p'a-, on the other hand, 
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and/or Skt. phalgü- belong here at all, they cannot give evidence 
for *(s)pH-. Word intitial OPA- is countercanonical in Greek, and 
Skt. ph- as secondary (Middle Indic ?) for sph- is readily 
understood. 

Klingenschmitt (1982:168-170 with n. 14) reasons on the basis 
of Skt. sphuräti : Lat. spernö : Arm. sparnam that PIE *sp" > Arm. 
sp. If so, and if Skt. bhuráti or sphuräti evidences SIEBS,? then we 
simply have contrasting scenarios: *sb"e- > *sp"e- > pre-Arm. 
*spe- > Arm. spe- = *sb"Ae- > *sp^Aa- > pre-Arm. *(s)pHa- > 
Arm. (s)p‘a-.'° 
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